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Particle system sadm ita variety oftensorproductstructures(TPSs)depending on the com plete

system ofcom m uting observables chosen for the analysis. D i�erent notions ofentanglem ent are

associated with these di�erent TPSs. G lobalsym m etry transform ations and dynam icaltransfor-

m ationsfactor into productsoflocalunitary operatorswith respectto certain TPSsand notwith

respectto others. Sym m etry-invariantand dynam ical-invariantTPSsand corresponding m easures

ofentanglem entare de�ned forparticle scattering system s.

I. IN T R O D U C T IO N

In this paper,we apply the notion oftensor product structures (TPSs) to dynam icalentanglem ent in particle

scattering. A m ajor m otivation for this work is the signi�cance ofscattering as a m ain experim entalparadigm in

physics.M anyquantum m easurem ents,especiallyin high energyphysics,can becouched in thelanguageofscattering.

Scattering is also the dom inantdynam ic m echanism ofsom e m any-body system s,an im portantfactin view ofthe

recently established connection between entanglem entand criticality in m any-body system s(see,forexam ple,in this

volum e[1]).Also,them ethodsofanalysisofparticlescattering often carry overinto new physicalregim esby way of

the scattering ofquasiparticlesorothertypesofexcitations.

W ithin thecontextofquantum inform ation theory,therearem any open questionsaboutentanglem entin system s

with continuousdegreesoffreedom (DO F)orboth continuousand discreteDO F.Them ain focusofthiswork isthe

qualitativenotion ofseparability with respectto a particularTPS asrelevantforsystem swith continuousDO F.O ne

ofthem ain resultsthatwereportisthatby considering a physicalsystem with known sym m etry properties,likenon-

relativisticorrelativisticparticles,som eresultsaboutseparability,thedynam icalgeneration ofentanglem ent,and the

classi�cation ofentangling operatorscan be obtained withoutthecom putation ofspeci�c entanglem entm onotones.

Despitethecentralsigni�canceofparticlescatteringprocessestoourunderstandingofphysics,therearesurprisingly

few studies on the entanglem ent properties ofscattering particles. M ost ofthese works have treated only special

cases or speci�c physicalsystem s and advances toward a com plete,generaltheory have been m eager. W e see the

absence ofa consensusabout the relevance ofvariousentangling DO F as one m ajor hindrance to overcom e before

achievinggenerality.See,forexam ple,theliteratureon spin-entanglem entofrelativisticparticles[4,5]wheredi�erent

types ofentanglem ent (between two particles,between two particles’spins,between two particle’s m om enta,and

between a singleparticle’sspin and m om entum )havebeen discussed and occasionally confused.Forotherresultsfor

entanglem entin scattering,see,forexam ple,the references[2]which considerinterparticlem om entum entanglem ent

and [3]which considerinterparticlespin orangularm om entaentanglem ent.W eview sym m etry argum entsasam eans

ofcategorizing variousnotionsofentanglem entand thereby paving theway toward a generaltheory ofentanglem ent,

especially dynam icalentanglem ent,in particlescattering.

In this paper we explore TPSs appropriate for particle scattering,and in particular highlight the usefulness of

sym m etry-invariantand dynam ical-invariantTPSs. Notions ofseparability and entanglem ent are TPS dependent,

and consequently have di�erent transform ation properties under sym m etry operations. W e consider it a prim ary

criterion thatanyusefulentanglem entm easurem usthavewellde�ned transform ation propertiesunderan appropriate

spacetim e sym m etry group (i.e., G alileior Poincar�e) and possibly also a gauge group. W e further rem ark that

som e authors prefer to use the term entanglem ent only for interparticle entanglem ent and to callany other kind

ofentanglem ent \generalized entanglem ent". This accords interparticle entanglem ent specialprom inence. Insofar

as scattering dynam ics and transform ation properties under sym m etry operators are concerned,there is nothing

fundam entally di�erentorsigni�cantaboutinterparticleentanglem entalbeititisperhapstheonethatappertainsto

the initialconditionsofthe typicalscattering in-states. Thuswe willsim ply use the term entanglem entto referto

thatbetween any suitable setofDO F.

Am ong theoutcom esoftheconceptsoutlined above,theinvarianceofentanglem entbetween theinternalDO F and

externalDO F (de�ned precisely below)ofa m ulti-particle system in scattering dynam icsisparticularly interesting.

Thisresultisalso found in [9],butherewe providesom edetails,an alternateproof,and otherexam ples.

http://arxiv.org/abs/quant-ph/0611230v2
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II. T EN SO R P R O D U C T ST R U C T U R ES:A N EX A M P LE W IT H Q U B IT S

Severalworksprovide an introduction to the idea ofTPSs [6,7,8]. In this section we expand an exam ple from

[7]to show therelationshipsbetween TPSs,observables,entanglem ent,and sym m etry representationsin thefam iliar

contextofqubits.

Considertwo qubits,A and B ,whose statesare represented by elem ents oftwo separate Hilbert spacesH A and

H B ,respectively.TheseHilbertspacesareisom orphicand can be realized asC
2:

H A � H B � C
2
: (1)

The HilbertspaceH forthe com bined system isthe tensorproductofH A and H B ,which isisom orphicto C
4:

H = H A 
 H B � C
4
: (2)

W ith respectto the TPS (2),which we willreferto asAB-TPS,the individualqubitalgebrasofobservableshave

an em bedding asA A 
 IB and IA 
 A B in the algebra ofoperatorsin H .

A A 
 IB = span
R
fIA 
 IB ;̂�

x
A 
 IB ;̂�

y

A

 IB ;̂�

z
A 
 IB g (3)

IA 
 A B = span
R
fIA 
 IB ;IA 
 �̂

x
B ;IA 
 �̂

y

B
;IA 
 �̂

z
B g; (4)

whereIA and �̂iA aretheidentity operatorand Paulim atricesforthequbitA and IB and �̂iB aretheidentity operator

and Paulim atricesforthe qubitB . The algebrasA A and A B are the enveloping (associative)algebrasofthe u(2)

Liealgebra forqubitsA and B ,respectively.W hen them eaning isclear,wewilloften denotetheem bedded algebras

A A 
 IB and IA 
 A B by the sim pler notation A A and A B . The algebrasA A and A B com m ute with each other,

the m athem aticalexpression thatthe m easurem entsofthe propertiesofA and B are independent. In fact,itisthe

com m utativity (and com pleteness) ofthese subalgebras that gives credence to the AB-TPS for the com bined AB

system .

A com pletesystem ofcom m uting observables(CSCO )consistsofany onenon-trivialelem entfrom each subalgebra

A A and A B .Forinstance,we m ay choosef�̂
z
A 
 IB ;IA 
 �̂zB g.The fourvectorsthatdiagonalizethisCSCO furnish

a basis for H that is adapted to the TPS (2). Using the conventionaltwo two-valued indices j;k 2 f0;1g,the

eigenvectorsforthe CSCO f�̂zA 
 IB ;IA 
 �̂zB g can be labeled asjjkisuch that,forinstance,(̂�zA 
 IB )j01i= � j01i

and (IA 
 �̂zB )j01i= j01i.Thisbasisisa realization ofthe AB-TPS.

Any statej�i2 H can be written asa linearcom bination ofthe jjki:

j�i= j�A i
 j�B i=
X

j;k

ajbkjjki: (5)

Such a generalnorm alized state,separableorentangled,can also beexpressed by thesingularvaluedecom position as

j�i=

2X

i= 1

�ij ii; (6)

where the j ii,i2 f1;2g,are orthonorm aland separable with respect to the AB-TPS (2) and �21 + �22 = 1. The

entropy ofentanglem entforthe AB-TPS (2)is

E A B (�)= �

2X

i= 1

�
2

i log2 �
2

i (7)

O therTPS are possible forthe Hilbertspace H ofthe com bined AB-system . To thatend,following Zanardiand

Lidar[7],letusde�nefourstatevectorsj��i,�;� = f+ ;� g which havem axim um entanglem entwith respectto (7):

j+ ;� i =
1
p
2
(j00i� j11i) (8)

j� ;� i =
1
p
2
(j01i� j10i): (9)

Thesefourstate vectorsareeigenvectorsofthe CSCO f�̂zA 
 �̂zB ;̂�
x
A 
 �̂xB g and thusconstitute a basisforH :

(̂�zA 
 �̂
z
B )j��i = �j��i (10)

(̂�xA 
 �̂
x
B )j��i = �j��i (11)
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Thisobservation leadsto a new way ofconstructing a TPS forH .W ede�nethealgebrasofobservablesA P and A Q :

A P = span
R
fIA 
 IB ;̂�

x
A 
 IB ;̂�

y

A

 �̂

z
B ;̂�

z
A 
 �̂

z
B g (12)

A Q = span
R
fIA 
 IB ;IA 
 �̂

z
B ;̂�

x
A 
 �̂

y

B
;̂�

x
A 
 �̂

x
B g (13)

Thesealgebrasareisom orphicto each other,and to the originalalgebrasA A and A B .They com m uteand represent

anotherway to partition the observablesofthe physicalsystem described by H .In particular,the algebrasA P and

A Q have realization asalgerasofbounded operatorsin two HilbertspacesH P and H Q ,each two dim ensional,such

thatthe totalHilbertspace H forthe two qubitsystem isthe directproductH P 
 H Q . Thatis,the algebras(12)

and (13)induce a new tensorproductstructure,which we callPQ -TPS:

H P � H Q � C
2 (14)

and

H = H P 
 H Q � C
4 (15)

Separability and entanglem entde�ned with respectto the PQ -TPS are di�erentfrom those de�ned with respectto

the AB-TPS.In particular,the singularvalue decom position forthe PQ -TPS willhave Schm idtcoe�cients ~�i that

are di�erent from the �i ofthe AB-TPS,and the sam e state j�i willgenerally have a di�erent am ount ofentropy

ofentanglem entdepending on the underlying TPS used forthe singularvalue decom position.In fact,the jjkibasis

vectorsoftheAB-TPS arem axim ally entangled in thePQ -TPS,thereby com pleting thereciprocalconstruction.The

m oralofthisstory isthatthe observablesdeterm ine the TPS,which in turn determ inesthe notionsofseparability

and entanglem ent.

III. FR EE PA R T IC LE T P SS

The two tensor product structures AB-TPS and PQ -TPS that we constructed for the two qubit system is were

equivalent in the sense that each TPS factors the totalHilbert space H � C
4 into C

2 
 C
2. The only non-trivial

factorization ofC4 is C2 
 C
2 and thus allTPSs for the two qubit system are equivalent as they induce the sam e

factorization ofthetotalHilbertspaceH .Thereexistdi�erentnon-trivialfactorizationsofhigherdim ensionalHilbert

spaces,and therewith non-equivalentTPS.In thissection,weconsiderthem om entum and spin DO F ofnon-relativistic

particles.TheHilbertspacesarenow in�nite dim ensionaland havem any non-equivalentpartitions.Anotherway to

say thisisthatthereexistdi�erent,inequivalentCSCO in the algebra ofobservablesfora non-relativisticparticle.

Thealgebra ofobservablesfora singlenon-relativisticparticleistheenveloping algebraoftheG alilean Liealgebra.

In quantum physics,whatisrelevantisLiealgebraof(thecoveringgroup of)G,theG alilean group in 3+ 1dim ensions,

extended by the centralcharge ofm ass. W e denote the elem ents ofG by g = (b;a;v;R),where b 2 R is a tim e

translation,a 2 R
3 a spacetranslation,v 2 R

3 a velocity boost,and R 2 SO (3)(oru 2 SU(2)! R(u)2 SO (3),the

standard 2-to-1 hom om orphism )isa rotation. The associated basisforthe operatorG alilean algebra in the Hilbert

space ofstates is fĤ ;P̂ ;Q̂ ;̂Jg. The m ass M̂ can be added as a centralelem ent ofthis operator Lie algebra. The

m ass-extended enveloping algebra includesthe position operator X̂ = Q̂ M̂ �1 ,the orbitalangularm om entum vector

operatorL̂ = X̂ � P̂ ,and theintrinsicspin vectoroperatorŜ = Ĵ� L̂.Theoperatorscorrespondingto internalenergy

Ŵ = Ĥ � (2M̂ )�1 P̂ 2,intrinsicspin squared Ŝ2 and (trivially)m ass M̂ aretheCasim iroperators,i.e.,they com m ute

with the entire enveloping algebra. In unitary irreducible representations(UIR)ofthe G alilean group,the Casim ir

operatorsare allproportionalto the identity operator,M̂ = m I; Ŵ = W I; Ŝ2 = s(s+ 1)I,and param etersm ,W

and s oftheseeigenvaluescharacterizethe representation HilbertspacesH (m ;W ;s) [10].In the singleparticlecase,

itispossibleto setW = 0 withoutlossofgenerality.W hilethey characterizetherepresentation spacefora particular

non-relativistic quantum particle,the Casim iroperatorsare notrelevantto discussing inequivalentpartitionsofthe

singleparticleHilbertspace.

The operatorsthatlabelthe degeneracy within the single particle Hilbertspacecan be chosen in m any ways.For

exam ple,a standard choice isthe m om entum operatorsfP̂x;P̂y;P̂zg and one spin com ponentoperator,say Ŝz.The

tensorproductim plied by thischoiceofCSCO is

H px 
 H py 
 H pz 
 H s � L2(R)
 L2(R)
 L2(R)
 C
s(s+ 1)

: (16)

ThistensorproductoffourHilbertspacescan be partitioned into seven 2-way splits(oftwo inequivalentkinds),six

3-way splits and one 4-way split. O ne partition ofphysicalinterestfor generalscattering problem sis the bipartite
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TPS

�
H px 
 H py 
 H pz

�

 H s = H p 
 H s (17)

� L2(R3)
 C
s(s+ 1) (18)

thatseparatesthe m om entum Hilbertspacefrom the spin Hilbertspace.

O therone-particleCSCO slead to otherTPSs.The setofTPSscan be induced from the position and spin CSCO

fR̂ x;R̂ y;R̂ z;Ŝzg is equivalentto (16) and its partitionsbecause the Fouriertransform ofthe m om entum operators

and functionsspacesisa localunitary operatorwith respectto (16).O necould also im agineotherm ixed possibilities

ofsom eposition and som em om entum operators,butthese TPS structureswould also be unitarily equivalent.

Tensor product structures not equivalent to the above exist. For exam ple,consider the CSCO fĤ ;L̂2;L̂z;Ŝzg,

where Ĥ isthefreesingleparticleHam iltonian and L̂ istheorbitalangularm om entum .ThisCSCO inducestheTPS

H E 
 H L 
 H s � L2(R+ )
 L2(S2)
 C
s(s+ 1)

; (19)

whereL2(S2)areLebesguesquare-integrablefunctionson the 2-sphereand

L2(S2)�
M

l

C
l(l+ 1)

: (20)

ThistripartiteTPS isnotequivalentto (17),although thereisa naturalisom orphism from thespaceH p to thespace

H E 
 H L induced by the coordinatechangefrom rectangularto sphericalcoordinates.

As another possibility in the sam e vein,the product H L 
 H s can be reduced into a direct sum ofHSs using

Clebsch-G ordan m ethods for the rotation group,and this is equivalentto using the TPS associated with the total

angularm om entum CSCO fĤ ;L̂2;Ĵ2;Ĵzg

H E 
 H J = H E 


0

@
M

j

H j 
 H j;l;s

1

A (21)

� L2(R+ )


0

@
M

j

C
j(j+ 1)


 C
d(j;s)

1

A ; (22)

where d(j;s) is the num ber oftim es H j appears in the decom position ofH L 
 H s. This degeneracy is labeled by

orbitalangularm om entum l.

O thersingle-particleTPSsarepossible,but,tosum m arize,threeCSCO scom m on in non-relativisticparticlephysics

de�ne the m om entum -spin (or,equivalently,position-spin)bipartite TPS (17),the energy-orbital-spin angularm o-

m entum tripartiteTPS (19),and the energy-totalangularm om entum bipartiteTPS (21).W ith each oftheseTPSs,

thereisadi�erentnotion ofseparability,and thereforeadi�erentkind ofentanglem ent.Thisisentanglem entbetween

DO F,notbetween \particles",so thiskind ofentanglem entdoesnotbring up non-locality issues. Nonetheless,this

kinds ofintraparticle entanglem ent can evolve,participate in quantum inform ation processes,and in principle be

converted to the standard qubitentanglem entvia controlled interactionsand m easurem ent.

Next,letusconsiderTPSsfortwo non-relativisticparticles,in particulartwo particlesthatinteractvia scattering,

taken to beelasticforthesakeofsim plicity.IfA and B aretwo such particles,theHilbertspaceforthetwo particle

statesisthe directproductH = H A 
 H B ,where H A and H B are Hilbertspacesthatfurnish UIRsofthe G alilean

group characteristicofthe particlesA and B.The A and B begin and end the experim entoutside ofthe interaction

region,and sotheTPS pertaining to thefactorization H = H A 
 H B iswell-suited fordescribingthein-stateand out-

stateofthesystem .ThisTPS,which wecalltheinterparticleTPS,istheTPS thatleadsto thekind ofinterparticle

entanglem ent that is typically studied. The boundary conditions ofscattering im ply that there is no interpartical

entanglem entbeforescattering,and butscattering dynam icstypically changethis,leading to an entangled out-state.

Clearly,m any otherTPSsexistforthetwo particlesystem .Som ecan beconstructed by inheriting theone-particle

TPSsand then repartitioning.Som eexam plesinclude

H ptot

 H stot = (H pA


 H pB
)
 (H sA 
 H sA ); (23)

which could be used to investigatethe entanglem entbetween the totalm om entum and totalspin DO F,and

H E tot

 H Jtot = (H E A


 H E B
)
 (H JA 
 H JA ); (24)

which partitionsthe totalenergy and totalangularm om entum .
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O therTPSsexistforthe two particlecase thatarenotjustrepartitioning ofthe one particle TPSs.Forexam ple,

considertwo spinlessparticles.Thechangeofvariablesto totaland relativem om entum

P = pA + pB ; q =
1

m A + m B

(m B pA � m A pB ) (25)

givesriseto the unitary transform ation ofthe Hilbertspace

H pA

 H pB

! H p 
 H q

L2(R3)
 L2(R3)
 ! L2(R3)
 L2(R3): (26)

The transform ation ofvariables(25)and ofTPS (26)isthe �rststep in �nding the Clebsch-G ordan seriesforthe

reduction ofthedirectproductofunitary irreduciblerepresentationsofG to a directsum [10](partialwaveanalysis).

O neway ofwriting thisdirectsum reduction (including spin)is

H (m A ;W A ;sA )
 H (m B ;W B ;sB ) (27)

=

Z
1

W = W A + W B

dW

1M

j= jm in

H (M ;W ;j)
 C
d(j;sA ;sB ):

There isno sum overm assin the G alilean case,butthere isa sum overinternal(orcenter-of-m ass)energy W and

intrinsic(ortotalcenter-of-m ass)angularm om entum j,wherejm in = 0 ifboth particlesareeitherferm ionsorbosons

and jm in = 1=2 otherwise. Since G alilean group isnotsim ply reducible,the sam e UIR space H (M ;W ;j)appearsa

num ber oftim es,d(j;sA ;sB ). It is the num ber ofwaysorbitalangularm om entum lcom bineswith totalspin s to

form totalangularm om entum j.The totalspin in turn com esfrom the coupling ofsA and sB .

Forparticleswith spin,the TPS (26)generalizesas

H (m A ;W A ;sA )
 H (m B ;W B ;sB )= H P 
 H int (28)

wherethe internalHilbertspaceis

H int = H W 


1M

j= jm in

H (M ;W ;j)
 C
d(j;sA ;sB ) (29)

W e callthisthe internal-external(IE)TPS and willpointoutsom eofitsspecialpropertiesin the nextsection.

IV . SY M M ET R Y -IN VA R IA N T T P SS

G enerally,aCSCO im pliesaTPS,and atransform ation,often unitary,oftheCSCO willlead toanotherTPS.These

TPSs m ay or m ay not be equivalent depending on whether the transform ation factors into localunitary operators

thatacton each spacein the originalTPS.In the caseofinterparticleentanglem ent,thisnotion of\local" coincides

with m orecom m only acknowledged physicalidea ofspatially separated singleparticles.

An im portantclassoftransform ationsissym m etrytransform ations.Thesegenerallyariseasunitaryrepresentations

U ofa group G in the HilbertspaceH ofstates,U : H 
 G ! H .Now,considerthe factorization H = H 1 
 � � � Hn
associated with a particularTPS.Ifthe unitary representation U ofG in H factorsU = U1 
 � � � Un such thateach

H i,i= 1;� � � n,isinvariantunderUi (and thusU ),then wecallthatTPS invariantunderthesym m etry group G ,or

m oresim ply,sym m etry invariant.Forexam ple,thebipartiteTPS H = H P 
 H Q would besym m etry-invariantunder

the representation U ofG ,if,for allg 2 G ,U (g)= UQ (g)
 UP (g). Im portantly,ifa TPS is sym m etry-invariant

with respectto som e group oftransform ations,then the notion ofseparability or entanglem entis also invariantwith

respectto thatsym m etry.

Returning to theexam pleofthetwo di�erentqubitTPSsin the�rstsection,thegroup ofrotationsisgenerated by

the totalangularm om entum operatorswhich areproportionalto �̂iA 
 IB + IA 
 �̂iB .Theunitary rotation operator

isfound by exponentiating thisgenerator,and since[̂�iA 
 IB ;IA 
 �̂iB ]= 0,thisoperatorwillbelocalwith respectto

the AB TPS.In otherwords,forallR 2 SO (3),we haveU (R)= UA (R)
 UB (R).O n the otherhand,the PQ TPS

isnotsym m etry invariantwith respectto thisrepresentation ofSO (3)(although a di�erentrepresentation could be

constructed using PQ -localoperators).Asa consequence,theam ountofAB-typeentanglem entisindependentofthe

orientation ofthe coordinatesystem ,butPQ -typeentanglem enthassom esortofdirectedness.
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Theidea ofsym m etry-invariantcan beextended to particlesystem sby considering representationsoftheG alilean

group.IfoneusestheCSCO fP̂;Ŝzg,theaction ofU (g),g = (b;a;v;R)2 G,on a vector��(p)in H (m ;W ;s)is[10]

(U (g)�)�(p) = e
�i 1

2
m a�v+ ia�p

0
�ibE

0

�
X

�0

D
s(R ((p;E );~g))�0���0(p0) (30)

where p0 = Rp + m v, E = 1=(2m )p2 + W ,E 0 = E + v � p + 1=(2m )v2, ~g = (0;0;v;R) and fR ((p;E );~g)g is

an elem ent ofthe \little group" ofG for a m assive particle. The little group is the largestsubgroup that leaves a

standard m om entum -energy pair(p0;E 0)invariant.Fora m assiveparticle,the little group ofboth theG alilean and

Poincar�egroupsisisom orphic to the rotation group,and therefore,the D s(R ((p;E );~g)issim ply the unitary 2s+ 1

dim ensionalrepresentation oftherotation group.By de�nition,thelittlegroup,and therewith alsotherepresentation

(30),depend on the choice of(p0;E 0),which is arbitrary aside from the constraint E � 1

2m
p2 = W . Allofthese

di�erentrepresentationsofG areequivalent,and thereforewem ay useany m om entum -energy pair(p;E )to construct

the generalexpression forthe representation. The choice (0;W )isparticularly sim ple in thatfR ((0;W );~g)g = R,

i.e.,the little group ofG can be chosen to be SU (2),independently ofthe m om entum and energy ofthe particle.

W ith thischoice,(30)reducesto the sim plerform

(U (g)�)�(p)= e
�i 1

2
m a�v+ ia�p

0
�ibE

0
X

�0

D
s(R)�0���0(p0): (31)

From thiswecan seethatunderthestandard representation ofrotationsfora singleparticle[10],thesingle-particle

TPSsH p 
 H s isrotation invariant,and with a littlem orework wecan show thatH E 
 H L 
 H s and H E 
 H J are

also.Therefore,a rotation (activeorpassive)willnotchangethe associated form sofentanglem ent,even though the

stateitselfm ay undergo a non-trivialtransform ation.

Further,we can see thatthe TPS H p 
 H s isactually sym m etry invariantunderthe fullG alilean group because

the unitary operators U (g) factor into separate unitary operators U (g) = U (g)p 
 U (g)s acting on each Hilbert

space. Thus,intraparticle entanglem ent between the spin and the m om entum ofa free,non-relativistic particle is

invariantacrossinertialreferencefram es.W enotethatthisisvery di�erentfrom therelativisticcase,wheretheUIR

doesnotfactorand so m om entum -spin entanglem entisnotinvariantundercoordinatetransform ationseven forfree

particles[5].

By consideringrepresentationson twoparticles,wecan m akesim ilaridenti�cation ofG alilean-invariantTPSs.O ne

thatem ergesisaretheinterparticleTPS H A 
 H B .Thiscan beseen becausetheproductoftwo UIRsoftheG alilean

group willfactor on the corresponding UIR spaces. Com bining this with the one-particle results,we �nd that the

totalm om entum -totalspin TPS H ptot

 H stot isalso sym m etry invariant.

The IE TPS H P 
 H int isalso invariant. Proofofthe thisreliesspeci�cally on propertiesofthe Clebsch-G ordan

coe�cients for the G alilean group (27) [9]. This result is satisfying because it agrees with intuition about bound

states. As discussed in [11],one expects that for the bound states ofhydrogen,the internalDO F are unentangled

with the externalDO F,and thatthisresultshould notdepend on the referencefram ein any way.

V . D Y N A M IC A LLY IN VA R IA N T T P SS A N D C O N C LU SIO N S

O ne kind ofsym m etry transform ation that is ofparticular note is dynam icalsym m etry. The Ham iltonian ofa

quantum system isthegeneratoroftim etranslations,thegroup ofunitary operatorsthatfurnish a representation of

the realline. Therefore,it is relevantto ask the question which TPSs are invariantunder tim e evolution. W e call

such TPSsdynam ical-invariant.Forfreeparticles,wehavealready identi�ed dynam ically invariantTPS becausethe

free Ham iltonian isthe generatorofa subgroup ofthe G alilean group and allTPSswhich areG alilean invariantare

also dynam icalinvariantunderfree dynam ics.

M ore interestisthe case ofinteraction dynam ics. The generaltwo-particle,the interaction-incorporating Ham il-

tonian H thatgovern the dynam icscannotbe expressed asa directsum oftwo com m uting operatorsoperators,say

H = H A 
 IB + IA 
 H B with respectto a given TPS.In particular,onewould expectthatforalm ostany Ham ilto-

nian the interparticleTPS H A 
 H B would notbe dynam ical-invariant.Nearly always,to interactisto entangle,as

Sch�odingersaid yearsago:

W hen two system s...enterinto tem porary interaction...,and when they separate again,then they can

no longerbedescribed in the sam eway asbefore,viz.by endowing each ofthem with a representativeof

itsown.[12]
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Ifthetim eevolution could befactored with respectto theinterparticleTPS,then wecould equivalently justrede�ne

theinternalenergy operatorŴ .Certain particlestateswillnotbeentangled by certain interactions(see[13]forsom e

exam ples),butgenerally interactionswillgenerateentanglem entwith respectto the interparticleTPS.

W hilescatteringisnearlyalwaysentanglingwith respecttotheinterparticleTPS,thereisaTPS thatisdynam ically

invariantforallG alilean invariantinteractions,theIE TPS.In [9],weprovethisby showing that,asa consequenceof

Schur’sLem m a,theS-m atrix m ustfactorintounitarieson theIE TPS.TheapplicabilityofShur’slem m ain turn relies

on the fact thatthe S-m atrix m ustcom m ute with allgeneratorsofthe G alilean Lie algebra,a necessary condition

fornon-relativisticinteractions.Asan alternativejusti�cation,wenotethatforany interaction thatdependsonly on

relative positionsand m om enta,and notthe totalposition orm om enta,and thatisrotationally invariant,the total

Ham iltonian can be decom posed into the directsum

Ĥ = Ĥ ext
 I+ I
 Ĥ int: (32)

Thiscondition isclearly m etforallelectrom agneticinteractions,and itism oregeneralthan therestriction to central

potentialconsidered in [13]. W hen (32)isexponentiated,the resulting one param eterunitary group willfactorinto

localunitary operatorswith respecttotheIE TPS.Thatis,theinternal-externalentanglem entisdynam ical-invariant.

In [9],wepresentan exam pleofhow thisfactcan beusefulforunderstanding severalrecentresultsin [14].W eare

currently investigating furtherapplicationsand extensionsofthe above resultsto speci�c interactions,m ultiparticle

system s,and relativisticsystem s.
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